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Period for RepiT^ * ** Communication a P*> ears ™ th * cover sheet with the corre spondence address ■■ 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION 1 ' 

• 1 • 1 ^(a). -n no even, however, may a rep, y be time, fited 

- Fa,lure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, ^statute. S th ^app » communication. 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 October 2001 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL 2b)B This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD 11 453 0 G 213 

Disposition of Claims 1 

4) g] Claim(s) ^5 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 7^ is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) E3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) H The drawing(s) filed on 23 October 2001 is/are: a)E accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2X2 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachments) 

a R 1 nT nC6S Ci 'o (PT °" 892) 4) D "~ *»""«* (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

3 R 1 I ' 8 "' D ' aWin9 R6VieW <PTa948) 5) U NoSce <* 'nfcrma. Paten. ApplLaBon (PTO-lslT ' 

3) 1_| Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

The following is a quotation of 37 CFR 1 .71 (a): 

mLJrrV H eCifiCati ° n T St , inC,Ude 3 written de s<="P"°n of the invention or discovery and of the 

an E teZ^?„°l„ m w n9 and USi " 9 ^ Same ' and is re 1 uired to be in su =n concise 
and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art or science to which the invention or 
discovery appertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use fthelame 

The specification is objected to under 37 CFR 1.71 (a) because the specification 
teaches water treatment section (1 1 ) but fails to clearly disclose what a Water 
Treatment Section comprises. For example, in the Brief Description of the Drawings 
when discussing Fig 2 the specification states: "Fig. 2 is an assembly perspective view 
of the water treatment sections constituting the liquid magnetic processing unit of the 
present invention". However, when looking at Fig . 2 there is not event a reference 
numeral (1 1 ). In some parts of the specification it appears that a water treatment 
section (1 1 ) comprises a plurality of magnet housing (1 2). For example, looking at Fig. 
3 one would think that water treatment section (1 1 ) comprises a plurality of magnet 
housings (12). However, the Brief Description of Fig. 3 states "Fig 3 is a front view of 
water treatment sections inserted through a band constituting the liquid magnetic 
processing unit of the present invention. Not knowing what defines a water treatment 
section (1 1) makes it impossible to understand what the applicant wishes to claim. 
Depending on what the applicant intended the water treatment section (1 1 ) to comprise 
he may well have to correct his claims accordingly . Furthermore, at the present time it 
is not event possible to object to the drawings. Depending on what the applicant intends 
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the water treatment section (1 1) to comprise he may well have to correct his drawings, 
accordingly. Furthermore, the entire specification is replete with grammatical errors 
which makes the entire specification hard to understand. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.G. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
*V? S £ i^?*™ ■ or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 USC 1 12, 1 st paragraph for the reasons 
given above in the objections under 37 CFR 1 .71 . 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 1; the recitation of "plurality of magnet housing equipped 
to the band in an inserting manner, which house a plurality of magnets" is vague and 
indefinite as to whether each housing house a plurality of magnet or if all of the 
housings taken together house a plurality of magnet. Furthermore, claim 1 can not be 
understood be it is vague and indefinite as to what the applicant intends a water 
treatment section to be. 
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Regarding claim 2; the recitations of "the permanent magnets having differing 
polarity" and "the permanent magnets of the differing polarity" do not make sense as all 
permanent magnets have differing polarity (i.e. a north pole and a south pole) 
Furthermore, claim 1 can not be understood because it is vague and indefinite as to 
what the applicant intends a water treatment section to be. 

Regarding claim 3; claim 3 can not be understood be it is vague and indefinite 
as to what the applicant intends a water treatment section to be. 

Regarding claim 5; claim is vague and indefinite because the first part of claim 5 
claims "comprising: a water treatment section" and later parts claim 5 claims "even 
numbers of said water treatment section". Furthermore, the recitation of "said water 
treatment sections" lacks antecedent basis. In addition, claim 5 can not be understood 
because it is vague and indefinite as to what the applicant intends a water treatment 
section to be. 

Furthermore regarding claims 1-3 and 5; there are so many grammatical errors in 
claims 1-3 and 5 that is extremely difficult to understand those claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Carpenter who discloses a magnetic fluid treating apparatus comprising a plurality of 
magnet housings (16) surrounding a pipe, with a plastic case (18) surrounding the 
magnet housings (Figs. 1-3); each of the magnet housings comprises a plurality of 
magnets of reciprocating poles, and like poles of opposing magnets in opposing magnet 
. hpusingsjace each other (col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 12; Fig 5) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Okamato or Kimpf in view of Carpenter or JP 10-180-262 A. 
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Regarding claims 1-3 and 5: Okamato and Kimpf both disclose magnetic fluid 
treating apparatus having all of the elements which are claimed in claims 1-3 and 5 
including casings which surround magnet housings; however, Okamato and Kimpf both 
fail to disclose the material that their casings are made out of. Carpenter discloses a 
non-magnetic plastic casing surrounding magnet housings, while JP 10-180262 A 
discloses a non-magnetic stainless steel housing surrounding permanent magnets. It is 
considered that it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have made the casings out of plastic or stainless steel as taught 
by Carpenter and JP 10-180262 A, respectively, because plastic and stainless steel do 
not rust. Furthermore, it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the 
art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a 
matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 



Prior Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Caiozza who discloses a filter cartridge magnetic belt comprising 
a plurality of magnetic blocks inserted into the belt, each magnetic block comprising a 
pair of cylindrical permanent magnets. Sato who is a US English language equivalent or 
JP 10-180262 A. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David A Reifsnyder whose telephone number is 1-703- 
308-0456. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Wanda M Walker can be reached on 1-703-308-0457. The fax phone- 

numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 1- 
703-872-9310 for regular communications and 1-703-872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 1-703- 
308-3601. 



David A Reifsnyder 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1723 




DAR 

June 29, 2003 



